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AGENDA: July 5, 2011 4 1 5
®

CATEGORY: Consent

COUNCIL

REPORT

DEPT.: Public Works

—

TITLE: Power Purchase Agreement

RECOMMENDATION

1. Authorize the Interim City Manager to execute a Power Purchase Agreement (PPA) with
EcoPlexus, Inc. (dba Fresh Air Energy —II, LLC) of San Francisco to design, build, install,
maintain and supply electric power from solar photovoltaic (PV) systems at the
Shoreline Maintenance Facility and Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop.

2. Approve the Negative Declaration of Environmental Impact for Solar Panel Installations
at the Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop and Shoreline Maintenance Facility, and find that
the Initial Study reflects the independent judgment of the City Council in accordance
with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

FISCAL IMPACT

Staff estimates the City will save approximately $245,000 in energy costs at the two facilities
(compared to anticipated PG&E costs) during the 20-year term of the PPA.

City up-front costs associated with the installation of the PV systems at the Shoreline
Maintenance Facility and Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop (e.g., site survey work, project
management, technical assistance) are estimated at $33,000. Staff recommends funding these
costs through Project 10-33, AB 2466 Renewable Energy Facility Evaluation. Although the
PPA is not an AB 2466-related project (i.e., installation of renewable energy systems at a City
facility to offset electricity costs at a different City facility), it does support the goal of
increasing the number of renewable energy systems installed at City facilities. There are no
plans at this time to pursue an AB 2466-related project as the unfavorable rate tariff approved
by the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) undermines the financial viability of
such projects.

BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

On January 19, 2010, the City Council authorized City participation in the multi-jurisdictional’
cooperative led by Santa Clara County to purchase renewable energy through the creation of

' Local agencies participating in the cooperative include Santa Clara County, City of Milpitas, Town of Los Gatos,
City of Pacifica, South Bayside Waste Management Authority, City of Morgan Hill, Santa Clara Valley
Transportation Authority, City of Cupertino and City of Mountain View.
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a regional PPA and approved the Shoreline Maintenance Facility and Shoreline Golf Links
Pro Shop as candidate locations for the installation of photovoltaic solar panels.

On March 29, 2010, the County released a Request for Proposals (RFP) to firms qualified to
design and install renewable power-generating systems at the locations designated by
participating agencies and sell the resulting electricity to the agencies. EcoPlexus, Inc.
(EcoPlexus), of San Francisco, was selected to install PV systems at the Shoreline Maintenance
Facility and Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop.

The PV installation at the Shoreline Maintenance Facility will include solar panels located on
the building roof and mounted on carport structures next to and behind the facility
(Attachment 1). This 45 kilowatt (kW) system has been sized to eliminate almost 100 percent
of PG&E electricity costs at the facility. The carports will also shade golf course and Shoreline
maintenance equipment from sun damage.

The 91 kW PV installation proposed for the Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop will include solar
panels located on the building roof and on carport structures in the parking lot

(Attachment 1) and has been designed to eliminate almost 100 percent of PG&E electricity
costs at the facility. In addition to powering the building, the electricity will be used to charge
golf carts.

Photographs of similar PV system installations at other facilities are included in Attachment 2.

The Parks and Recreation Commission reviewed the project on November 20, 2010. While no
formal action was taken, Commissioners indicated support for the proposed installations.

Mountain View PPA Overview

Under the terms of the recommended PPA, EcoPlexus will design, construct, own and
maintain the PV systems. EcoPlexus will sell the electricity generated at each of the two sites
to the City for $0.20 per kilowatt hour (kWh), increasing 3 percent annually, which is lower
than the average annual PG&E increase of 4.5 percent.

At the end of the 20-year PPA term, the City will have the option of extending the agreement
for an additional 5-year period, purchasing either one or both of the PV systems and
assuming responsibility for their operation, or requiring EcoPlexus to remove the systems and
restore the facilities to their original condition.

A more detailed summary of the key provisions of the proposed PPA with EcoPlexus is
provided in Attachment 3.
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The following table provides a summary of the two solar systems planned under the PPA.

R

Mt

Estimated ~ Estimated Estimated
System Annual Percentage 20-Year Savings | Annual CO,
Size Production Reduction in Compared to Reductions
Location (kW) (kWh) PG&E Bill* PG&E (metric tons)
Maintenance Facility 45 60,222 100—91% $113,844 .13
Golf Links Pro Shop 91 121,782 99—90% 130,245 28
. Total 182,004 $244,089 41

* There will be some degradation of the performance of the sysfems during their anticipated 20- to 25-year life
{(approximately 0.5 percent per year), reducing the amount of avoided PG&E electricity costs over time.

Staff has calculated the estimated 20-year life-cycle cost (in net present value terms) of the
PPA and compared the estimated costs to two other power purchase scenarios—continuing to
purchase power from PG&E and City construction, instailation'and operation of the PV
systems. The cost calculation for the PPA option includes $47,000 in California Solar Initiative
(CSI) rebates the City has applied for and will be receiving.

As shown in Attachment 4, the PPA option has the lowest life-cycle costs during the expected
20-year term of the PPA. Assuming a 3 percent net present value discount rate, the 20-year
life-cycle cost (for both facilities) of the PPA option is $842,000, compared to $905,000 if the
City continues to purchase electricity from PG&E, and $914,000 if the City 1nstalls and -

. operates the two PV systems itself.

If the PPA is approved by the Council, staff expects construction of the solar PV systems to
begin in the first calendar quarter of 2012 and be completed in the second calendar quarter
of 2012.

Other PPA Cities

As of June 17, 2011, the County of Santa Clara, the Santa Clara Valley Transit Authority
(VTA), the Town of Los Gatos and the City of Milpitas have all signed PPAs under
substantially the same terms as proposed for the City of Mountain View. Before the end of
July, the Cities of Cupertino, Morgan Hill and Pacifica, along with the South Bayside Waste
Management Authority, are expected to make final decisions on moving forward with their
PPA contracts.
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Negative Declaration

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) guidelines, staff filed a
Notice of Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration for this project with the Santa Clara County
Clerk's Office on October 14,2010. The 20-day public review period ended on November 8,
2010.

The Initial Study (Attachment 5) concluded that any enwronmental impacts would be less
than significant and would not require mitigation.

The Santa Clara Audubon Society submitted comments }egarding the proposed PV
installations (Attachment 6), requesting the City: (a) use solar panels that contain white
gridlines, so that birds do not mistake the panels for water and try to land on them; and

(b) consider the timing of the City's three Shoreline projects (Google athletic fields, golf course
ponds filling and solar PV installations) to avoid the February-to-August nesting season to
minimize disturbance to wildlife. The City will work with the solar vendor to secure panels
with gridlines and will schedule the solar panel installations outside of the nesting season, if
possible, and with as little overlap as possible with the other two projects. If construction of
the solar systems does occur during the nesting season, the City will obey all required
restrictions.

CONCLUSION

Staff recommends City Council approval of the proposed PPA and installation of the
proposed solar PV systems as a cost-effective way for the City to increase its use of renewable
energy, decrease energy costs and make progress towards its GHG emissions reduction
targets.
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PUBLIC NOTICING

In addition to distributing copies of this report in accordance with the City's standard agenda
posting requirements, notices of the City's Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration were also
posted at the Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop and Shoreline Maintenance Facility sites, posted
on the City's web site and sent to the Golf Advisory Greens Committee; the presidents of the
Men's, Women's and Seniors' Golf Clubs; and the Michaels at Shoreline and Lakeside Café
operators.

Prepared by: Approved by:
Stephen P. Attinger Michael A. Fuller
Environmental Sustainability Coordinator Public Works Director

Reviewed by: W M M\m L

(s

Linda Forsberg
Transportation and Busttiess Manager

Melissa Stevenson Dile
Interim City Manager

SPA/7/CAM
916-07-05-11M-EA

Attachments: 1.  Site Plans—Shoreline Maintenance Facility and Golf Links Pro Shop
2.  Photographs of Similar Solar Carport Installations
3. Key Provisions of PPA with EcoPlexus, Inc.
4. Life-Cycle Cost Comparisons—Shoreline Maintenance Facility and Golf

Links Pro Shop
5.  Initial Study
6. Comments from Santa Clara Audubon Society
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Attachment 2

Photographs of Similar Solar Carport Installations

Exhibit 1




Exhibit 3

Exhibit 4




POWER PURCHASE AGREEMENT (PPA) BETWEEN THE
CITY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW AND ECOPLEXUS, INC.

KEY PROVISIONS

Provision

Explanation/Comment

Attachment 3

Scope

EcoPlexus, Inc. will design, construct, own, operate
and maintain solar photovoltaic (PV) systems on
designated City facilities. Electricity generated
will be sold to the City at a contracted price.

Designated City Facilities/
PV System Locations

Shoreline Maintenance Facility a_nd
Golf Links Pro Shop

Configuration and System Size

Shoreline Maintenance Facility
— Rooftop panels and carport structures
— 45kW generation capacity

Golf Links Pro Shop
— Rooftop panels and carport structures
— 91kW generation capacity

Percent of PG&E Costs Eliminated

(Assumes an annual performance
degradation rate of 0.5 percent)

Shoreline Maintenance Facility:
100 percent—91 percent

.Golf Pro Shop:

99 percent—90 percent

Anticipated Commercial
Operation Date

Summer 2012

City Purchase of Electricity

City responsible for purchasing contracted

quantities of electricity. City has first option to
purchase any electricity generated in excess of its
“contracted amount.

- Contracted Price for Electricity

$0.20/kWh, escalating 3 percent per annum.

Term

20 years, with the possibility of one 5-year
extension. . -




KEY PROVISIONS (Continued)

Provision

Explanation/Comment

‘Purchase Option

After 10 years, City can purchase either/both PV
systems at fair-market value. (Process for
determining fair-market value is set forth in the
agreement.)

'If)ésign and Construction

EcoPlexus, Inc. is responsible for all design,
construction, permitting, inspection and fees.
Minimum milestones are set forth in the
agreement. Additional milestones will be
mutually agreed to. Work must comply with all
applicable Federal, State and local codes, statutes,
laws, regulations and ordinances.

| System Maintenance and

Operation

EcoPlexus, Inc. is responsible for operating and
maintaining the PV systems according to the
agreement and all other applicable laws,
regulations, industry standards, etc.

EcoPlexus, Inc. is responsible for negotiating
interconnection agreement with PG&E and all
interconnection costs.

Removal of PV Systems

Ecol_’lexus, Inc. is responsible for removing
PV-related equipment/structures and restoring
City facilities to their original condition.

Agreement requires EcoPlexus, Inc. to establish a
bond, deposit account or guarantee (Removal and

| Disposal Fund) to ensure funds are available for
| removal of PV systems and site restoration if the

agreement expires or is terminated.

City Option to Terminate

City can terminate agreement at any time.
However, if the City terminates the agreement
before 10 years, a Termination Payment must be
made. (Methodology to calculate the payment
amount is set forth in the agreement.)




KEY PROVISIONS (Continued)

Provision

Explanation/Comment

EcoPlexus, Inc.'s Option to
Terminate Before PV Syste

Installation

If EcoPlexus, Inc. is unable to secure financing

within six months, agreement can be terminated.
— City facilities will be restored to original
~ condition at EcoPlexus, Inc.'s expense.
— . All drawings; design, structural evaluations -
and any other work relating to the PV
installations will be provided to City at no cost.

Utility Users Tax (UUT)
Applicability

PPA language exempts EcoPlexus, Inc. from the
application of current or future UUT related to the
use or sale of energy it generates in Mountain
View. City Attorney's Office has indicated that the
City's UUT would likely not apply to any of
EcoPlexus, Inc.'s operations in Mountain View
because the City is the intended sole purchaser and
recipient of the solar energy produced. The
inclusion of the exemption language was
mandated by EcoPlexus, Inc.'s financier.

Therefore, the City will be deemed to have waived
the application of the tax, if any, for the duration of
the contract. .

SPA/7/PWK
916-07-05-11A-EA
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Santa Clara County Clerk— Recorder's Of Attachment 5
Siate of Californla

i}l Dooument No.: s
Number of Pages: 39
Flled and Posted On: 10/14/2010
UL Through: 11/03/2010

CRO Ordar Number:

 County of Santa Clara
Office of the County Clerk-Recorder
Business Division

County Government Center s
70 West Hedding Street, E. Wing, 1" Floor . : Fee Total: 0.00
San Jose, Callfornla 9510  (408) 299-5665 REQINA ALCOMENDRAS, County Clerk — Recortier V/
CEQA DOCUMENT DECLARATION by Veronlca Agulirte, Deputy Clerk—Recorder, V¥

ENVIRONMENTAL FILING FEE RECEIPT

. PLEASE COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING: - . - e e

' 4. LEAD AGENCY: __City of Mountain View

. PROJECT TITLE: Solar Panel Instaliation - Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop $ Shoreline Maintenance Faclity

2
3. APPLICANT NAME: _City of Mountain View - ; PHONE: 650-003-8602
4. APPLICANT ADDRESS: 500 Castro Street, Mountain View, CA 9404@11
5. PROJECT APPLICANT IS A: [E Local Public Agency [JSchool District [ Other Special District. [ State Agency L Private Entity
6. NOTICE TO BE POSTED FOR 20 DAYS.
7.C AT ENV TAL NT
a. CTS ARE TTO s _
B 1. ENVIRONMENTAL iMPACT REPORT {(PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE §21152) § 2,792.25 5 _0.00
O 2. NEGATIVE DECLARATION (PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE §21080{C) 5 2,010.25 $ 0.00
£ 3. APPLICATION FEE WATER DIVERSION (s1ate WATER RESOURCES CONRGL BOARD OMLY) $ 850.00 § 0.00
. O 4. PROJECTS SUBJECT TO CERTIFIED REGULATORY PROGRAMS %  948.50 3, 0.00
[J 6. COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE FEE (REQUIRED FOR a-1 THROUGH a-4 ABOVE) §  50.00 $ 0.00
Fish & Game Code §711.4(e) . ’
b. PROJECTS THAT ARE EXEMPT FROM DFG FEES
O+ honcE OF EXEMPTION ($50.00 COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE FEE REQUIRED) $ 50,00 $ 0.00
[ 2. A COMPLETED “CEQA FILING FEE NO EFFECT DETERMINATION FORM” FROM THE
DEPARTMENT OF FISH & GAME, DOCUMENTING THE DFG'S DETERMINATION THAT THE PROJECT
WILL HAVE NO EFFECT ON FISH, WILDLIFE AND HABITAT, OR AN OFFICIAL, DATED RECEIPT /
PROOF OF PAYMENT SHOWING PREVIOUS PAYMENT OF THE DFG FILING FEE FOR THE *SAME
PROJECT IS ATTACHED ($50.00.COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE FEE REQUIRED)
DOGUMENT TYPE: [ ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT _ [T NEGATIVE DECLARATION $ 50.00 $ 0.00
¢. NOTICES THAT ARE NOT SUBJECT TO DFG FEES OR COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE FEES
" L[] NOTICE OF PREPARATION [El NOTICE OF INTENT : NO FEE $ NO FEE
8. OTHER: ' FEE (IF APPLICABLE): §
9. TOTAL RECEIVED..........oemeermmmrrcsmnsnneras eereresrerm s an s snes OO 0.00
*NOTE: “SAME PROJECT" MEANS NO CHANGES. IF THE DOCUMENT SUBMITTED IS NOT THE SAME (OTHER THAN DATES), A “NO EFFECT
ggaiwégfmow LETTER FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME FOR THE SUBSEQUENT FILING OR THE APPROPRIATE FEES ABE

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED TO THE FRONT OF ALL CEQA DOCUMENTS LISTED ABOVE (UNCLUDING COPIES)
SUBMITTED FOR FILING. WE WILL NEED AN ORIGINAL (WET SIGNATURE) AND THREE COPIES, (YOUR ORIGINAL WILL BE RETURNED TO
YOU AT THE TIME OF FILING.) )

CHECKS FOR ALL FEES SHOULD BE MADE PAYABLE TO: SANTACLARA COUNTY CLERK-RECORDER

PLEASE NOTE: FEES ARE ANNUALLY ADJUSTED (Fish & Game Code §711.4(b); PLEASE CHECK WITH THIS OFFICE AND THE DEPARTMENT
OF FISH AND GAME FOR THE LATEST FEE INFORMATION. ’

*... NO PROJECT SHALL BE OPERATIVE, VESTED, OR FINAL, NOR SHALL LOCAL GOVERNMENT PERMITS FOR THE PROJECT BE VALID,
UNTIL THE FILING FEES REQUIRED PURSUANT TO THIS SECTION ARE PAID."  Fish & Game Code §711.4{c)(3)

12222000 (FEES EFFECTIVE 01012010}



File#: 249 10/1412010

Clerk-Recorder’s Office October 12, 2010
FEast Wing, First Floor -

70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, CA 95110

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT
A NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Notice is hereby given that the Public Works Department of the City of Mountain View has prepared a
Negative Declaration (a statement of no significant environmental impacts) for the project identified

below: :

Project Title: Solar Panel Installation - Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop &
‘ Shoreline Maintenance Facility

City: Mountain View, California

County: : Santa Clara ‘

Public Review Period: October 18 — November 8, 2010

In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15071 and 15072 and City of Mountain View
procedures for implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act, an Initial Study for the above
named project was prepared. Based on the attached Initial Study, it has been determined that a Negative
Declaration is appropriate for this project. An Initial Study is attached, documenting the reasons to
support the finding that a Negative Declaration is appropriate for this project.

The project entails the installation of solar panels at two facilities located within Shoreline at Mountain
View Regional Park: Site A (Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop) and Site B (Shoreline Maintenance
Facility). Solar panels at both facilities may be installed on both the existing roofs and on newly
constructed, free-standing structures that would serve as carports.

It has been determined that this proposed project would not have a significant effect on the environment.
Copies of the Initial Study, and all documents referenced in the Negative Declaration are available for
review in the Mountain View Public Works Department, City Hall, 500 Castro Street, Mountain View,
CA 94041. The Mountain View City Council will consider this proposed project on Tuesday, November
16, 2010, commencing at 6:30 p.m.,, in the Council Chambers, City Hall, 500 Castro Street, Mountain
View, CA 94041. Comments regarding this project will be received within the Public Review Period
stated above pursuant to the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act.

If you have any questions regarding this project please contact me at (650) 903-6602.

A g

Stephen P. Attinger
Environmental Sustainability Coordinator
Public Works Department
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CITY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)
INITIAL STUDY '

1. Introduction

This Initial Study évaluates the potential enviroriineital éffects of installing solar panels at two facilities
located within Shoreline at Mountain View Regional Park: Site A (Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop) and
Site B (Shoreline Maintenance Facility), Solar panels at both facilities may be installed on both the
existing roofs and on newly constructed, free-standing structures that would serve as carports. A more
detailed description of the proposed project is provided in Project Description, below.

A.  Project Address and Title:

Address: Site A: 2940 N. Shoreline Bivd., Mountain View CA (Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop)
' Site B: 2612 N. Shoreline Blvd., Mountain View CA (Shoreline Maintenance Facility)
Title: - Solar Panel Installations (on new carports and/or existing roofs)

B.  Lead Agency Name and Address:

City of Mountain View

Public Works Department

500 Castro Street

P.O. Box 7540

Mountain View, California 94039

C. Contact Person and Phone Number:

Steve Attinger, Environmental Sustainability Coordinator
Telephone: (650) 903-6311 '

D. .Project Sponsor’s Names and Addresses:

City of Mountain View

Public Works Department

500 Castro Street

P.O. Box 7540 - .
Mountain View, California 94039

E. General Plan Designation and Zoning:

General Plan: Regional Park
Zoning: PF — Public Facility

Solar Panel Installation — Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop and Shoreline Maintenance Facility Injtial Study
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2. Project Description
Project Descripfion

The City of Mountain View is partlmpatmg in a Power Purchase Agreement (PPA) for solar energy with
the County of Santa Clara and several other local agencies. Through this PPA, the City is contracting
with a solar vendor to design and install carport and/or roof-mounted solar systems at Sites A and B, as
noted in Section 1.A. The aim of the project is to reduce each agency's CO, emissions by purchasing
solar power while achieving an economy of scale with a group purchase, resulting in lower power prices.

For the purpose of this long-term (i.e.'15 to 20 years) PPA, the City will agree to host a solar system
owned by a private vendor and purchase the electricity from the vendor according to an agreed-upon -
price schedule. The vendor will fund installation and maintenance of the system and receive payment for
the power from the City as well as Federal tax incentives available only to the private sector. The vendor
will also be responsible for removing the system at the end of the contract if the City chooses not to

continue or purchase it.

The solar panels will be installed on the roofs of the buildings and/or on carports at Sites A and B; see
Figure 2. The carports will be free-standing, approximately 13.5 ft. tall, and have a 5 degree tilt/slope
(see Figure 3). The solar panels will supply electrical power to Site A and Site B, including power for the

buildings and at Site A for recharging golf carts.

Both sites A and B will involve installing solar carport structures over existing, paved parking léts and
may involve roof-mounted solar panels as well. Construction is expected to begm in December of 2010
and be completed no later than December 31, 2011.

Location of Project

Located in the South Bay Area, in northern Mountain View, the project sites (see Figures 1 and 2) are
both located within the Shoreline at Mountain View Park. Site A (APN 116-05-076) is the Shoreline Golf
Links Pro-Shop and parking lot. Site B (APN 116-20-042) is a maintenance facility that houses

~ employees and equipment for maintaining the Shoreline at Mountain View Regional Park. Both of the
sites are owned by the City.

The project is located within a closed municipal landfill. The proposed carports are in areas of
engineered fill, and outside of the area of buried refuse,

Solar Panel Installation — Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop and Shoreline Maintenance Facility Initial Study -
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3. Environmental Checklist and Discussion of Environmental Effects

This section includes the Environmental Checklist required by CEQA, an explanation of responses made to questions
on the checklist, mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to less than significant levels, and a finding as to
the significance of each potentially adverse impact after mitigation. '

1. AESTHETICS
‘ Less-Than-
Less-Than- Significant  Potentially

Wwill the proposed proje_cf result in the Significant  Impact with  Significant

following environmental effects? No Impact Impact . Mitigation Impact
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a D X [] ]
scenic vista? '
b. . Substantially damage scenic resources, X O [] 1
- including, but not limited to, trees, rock
- outcroppings, and historic buildings within
a state scenic highway?
c. Substantially degrade the existing visual ] X C] ]
character or quality of the site and its
' surroundings?
d. Create a new source of substantial light or X 7 1 ]

glare, which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Discussion
Comments to 1.a and l.c;

SITE A: The project site is currently occupied by a paved, striped parking lot for use by golfers
and golf course employees. Short-range publicly available views through the project site are of
neighboring uses, inclading paved roads and wetlands to the north, the Shoreline Golf Course (at
Shoreline at Mountain View Regional Park) to the east and south, and a grove of 15-25 f. trees
encircling a sanitary lift station building to the west. The site itself is relatively flat. The solar
carport structures are estimated to be 13.5 ft. at their highest point, with a 5 degree tilt/slope, as
shown in Figure 3 below. '

The City of Mountain View CEQA Guidelines uses both visual resources and architectural
character as guidelines for determining whether a project would have a substantial demonstrable
negative aesthetic effect. With respect to visual character, for a project to have significant visual
impacts, the project must either block views of an aesthetic resource or be located in an area that
is itself considered to be an aesthetic resource. While the surrounding open space area has
aesthetic qualities, the site already has existing architectural features to the south-west (Pro Shop
building) and to the west (sanitary lift station building). The carports are on free-standing
columns with no walls that would block views from the ground. Adding carport structures on the
existing, paved parking lot would not be considered a significant impact.

Solar Panel Installation — Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop and Shoreline Maintenance Facility nitial Study
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The project would be visible only from a few sections of the entire Shoreline at Mountain View
Park. The City’s review process would ensure that the site design would result in carport
structures that are compatible with existing development. Therefore, the project would have a
less-than-significant impact on scenic views, vistas, visual quality and character.

Figure 3: Sample Carport Structure

SITE B: The proposed project will add solar carport structures over sections of an existing
paved parking lot at the Shoreline Maintenance Facility. It may also include roof-mounted solar
panels, The site is at least partially sheltered from view by surrounding berms. The new carport
structures are estimated to be 13.5 ft. at their highest point, with a 5 degree tilt/slope, and will not
project above the existing berms, nor will they have a substantial adverse effect on any
surrounding scenic vistas. The proposed project will not degrade the existing visual character of

the project site.

Impact: Less than Significant. No Mitigation Measures required.
Comment to 1.b. and 1.d:
SITES A and B: Neither of the proposed projects will damage any scenic resources.

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) administers California’s Scenic Highway
Program, which was established by the California Legislature in 1963. Its purpose is to preserve
and protect scenic highway corridors from changes that would diminish the aesthetic value of
lands adjacent to highways. The highways nearest to the proposed project (i.e., U.S. 101 and
State Route (SR) 85) are not designated by Caltrans as scenic highways. The nearest scenic
highways designated by the Caltrans are SR 9 in Santa Clara County from the Santa Cruz County
line to the Los Gatos City limit, and SR 1 in San Mateo County from the Santa Cruz County Line

Solar Panel Installation — Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop and Shoreline Maintenance Facility Initial Study
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to Half Moon Bay. Both are several miles from the projec't'site. Because the proposed project is
not near a designated scenic highway, it would have no effect on views from scenic highways.

The carports may contain under-panel carport lighting and/or surrounding-area lighting, but this
would not exceed the light being provided by several existing 15-20 ft. parking lot pole lights,
which are higher than any surrounding-area lights that may be attached to the carport structures.

The solar panels would not produce a substantial amount of glare, as modern panels are designed
to be light-absorbing, not light-reflecting. Additionally, the carport structure panels at both sites
will only-have a 5 degree tilt/slope, making any glare negligible. Any.roof-mounted panels at Site -
B would be south-facing, and therefore not visible from the main part of Shoreline at Mountain
View Park, including the Golf Links.

Project plans would be reviewed at the time development plans are submitted to the City for
review, The City’s review process would ensure that the project would be reviewed for light and
glare impacts to surrounding areas. Therefore the proposed project would have no substantial
impact on light and glare. For a discussion of lighting impacts to biological resources, please see
Section 4. ' ' '

Impact: No impact. No Mitigation Measures required.

*

Solar Panel Installation — Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop and Shoreline Maintenance Facility Injtial Study
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2. AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies
. may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the
California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest lJand, including the Forest and Range
Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment profect; and forest carbon measurement methodology
provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board.
Less Than

e e e e Less Than_ Slgnlﬁcant Potentially

- Will the proposed project result inthe - - - . v --Gignificant -~ - with - - Significant- -
following environmental effects? No Impact * lmpaet Mltigatlon Impact

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique X ] ] - 0O
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
~ Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-
agtricultural use?

b. Conflict with existing zoning for X ] J (]
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract?

¢.  Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 9 [ O [
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Pubiic
Resources Code section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland Production
(as defined by Government Code section
51104(g))?

d. Result in the loss of forest land or X ] O O
conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?

e. Involve other changes in the existing X L] Ll [
environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?

Discussion ' .
Comment to 2.a through 2.e.: The project sites are not used for or designated by either the

General Plan or the Zoning Ordinance as agricultural and are both already in urban use with
buildings and parking lots and, therefore, would have no impact related to these criteria.

Solar Panel Installation — Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop and Shoreline Maintenance Facility Initial Study
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3. AIR QUALITY

Less-Than-

i . . Less-Than- Significant Potentially
Will the proposed project result in the _ Significant  Impact with  Significant
following environmental effects? No Impact Impact Mitigation Impact

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of X O O I

an applicable air qﬁality plan?

Violate any air quality standard or [] - O

projected air quality violation? '

Result in a cumulatively considerable net £l ] J i

increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under
an applicable federal or state ambient air

quality standard (including releasing

emissions which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial O X ] 0

pollutant concentrations?

Create objectionable odors affectinga - ] O 0 ' Od0

substantial number of people?

Discussion

Comment to 3.a through e: Operation of the solar panels would not result in any emissions that
- would affect air.quality or create objectionable odors. The construction of the solar panel
carports would result in emissions during the construction phiase of the project.

Construction would involve use of equipment and materials that would emit ozone precursor
emissions (i.e., reactive organic gases or ROG, and nifrogen oxides, or NOx). Construction
activities would also result in the emission of other criteria pollutants from equipment exhaust,
construction-related vehicular activity and construction worker automobile trips. Emission levels
for construction activities would vary depending on the number and type of equipment, duration
of use, operation schedules, and the number of construction workers. Criteria pollutant emissions
of ROG and NOx from these emission sources would incrementally add to the regional
atmospheric loading of ozone precursors during project construction.

The updated BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines adopted on June 2, 2010 (the 2010 Guidelines)
establish significance thresholds for criteria construction emissions. These thresholds are 54
pounds per day of ROG, oxides of nitrogen (NOx) and PM-2.5 and 82 pounds per day for PM-10
(construction equipment emissions only, exclusive of fugitive dust). These Guidelines also
provide preliminary screening criteria to the Lead Agency with a conservative indication of
whether the proposed project would result in the generation of construction-related criteria air
pollutants and/or precursors that exceed the thresholds of significance. If all of the following

Solar Panel Installation - Shoreline Goif Links Pro Shop and Shoreline Maintenance Facility Initial Study
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screening criteria are met, the construction of the proposed project would result in a less-than-
significant impact from criteria air pollutant and precursor emissions.

1. The project is below the applicable screening level size shown in Table 3-1 of
" the 2010 Guidelines; and -

2. All Basic Construction Mitigation would be included in the prq;ect des1gn and
~  implemented during construction; and S '

- 3. . Construction-related activities would not include any of the following; '

a. Demolition;

b. Simultaneous occurrence of more than two construction phases (e.g.,
paving and building construction would occur simultaneously);

c. . Simultaneous construction of more thén one land use type (e.g., project
would develop residential and commercial uses on the same site) (not
applicable to high density infill development); :

d. Extensive site preparation (i.e., greater than default assumptions used by
the Urban Land Use Emissions Model [URBEMIS] for gradmg, cut/fill,
or earth movement); or

€. Extensive material transport (e.g., greater than 10,000 cubic yards of soil

- import/export) requiring a considerable amount of haul truck activity.

The Agreement between the City of Mountain View and the solar vendor specifies that the
_contractor must comply with all air pollution control rules, regulations, ordinances, statutes and
all other requirements of the Bay Area Pollution Control District. In addition, the agreement
specifies the Basic Construction Mitigation measures that must be implemented during

construction.

Impact: Less than Significant. No Mitigation Measures required.

Solar Panel Installation — Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop and Shoreline Maintenance Facility Initial Study
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Less-Than-

Will the proposed project result in the : Significant
following environmental effects? No Impact Impact.

a.

- or-Tegional- plans, Policies; OF FegUIAtIONS; e« -« - mr v g sl it s et otren s e

Have a substantial adverse effect, either 1 A

directly or-through habitat modifications, . -

on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local

or by the California Department of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any X L]
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural

community identified in local or regional

plans, policies, regulations or by the

California Department of Fish and Game or

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

X
[

Have a substantial adverse effect on
Federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

Interfere substantially with the movement BJ I
of any native resident or migratory fish or '
wildlife species or with established native

resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or

impede the use of native wildlife nursery

sites?

Conflict with any local policies or X ]
ordinances protecting biological resources,

such as a tree preservation policy or

ordinance?

Contlict with the provisions of an adopted ] B
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural

- Community Conservation Plan, or other

approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

Less-Than-
Significant

Impact with
Mitigation

D .

Potentially
Significant
Impact

o
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Discussion

Comment to 4.a: Burrowing owls are present in Shoreline at Mountain View Park. Burrowing
. owls (Athene cunicularia) are a California Species of Special Concern that were first

- documented at Shoreline at Mountain View Park in the 1970s. In the Bay Area, their numbers
have declined dramatically over recent years due fo habitat loss. The Shoreline at Mountain View
Park population (also called the “Shoreline population”) has fluctuated widely over the last 10

“years, with a high of 22 adults and a low of 6 adult owls, and an overall declining trend. A
population viability analysis showed that the Shoreline population is likely to be extirpated
within the next 50 years, due to the population’s small size; high yearly variance, and declining
trend (Albion Environmental, Inc., 2010). As of November 2009, the Shoreline at Mountain
View Park burrowing ow! population was estimated at 14—18 birds (Higgins, 2009), and there
were 3—4 nesting pairs observed in spring 2010 (Higgins, 2010a).

Both of the proposed sites are on existing parking lots that do not represent potential owl habitat,
However, Site A (Shoreline Golf Links parking lot) is located near ow! habitat established as
mitigation for previous development projects. At the present time, two artificial mounds are in
use by owls in this mitigation area, shown in Exhibit 4. The closest burrow is located
approximately 340 feet away from the proposed solar panels. A potential concern with the
construction of new structures nearby burrows is the predation that could result from increased
raptor perches. This is generally of greater concern with higher structures, such as light poles, as
opposed to the relatively low proposed solar panels, which will not exceed 13 to 14 feet in
height. Additionally, a row of trees.exists between the proposed location of the solar panels.and .
the area where the burrows are located. These trees generally range in height from 12 to 18 feet,
and are much more likely to be used as raptor perchs than the proposed solar panels. Also,
typically, solar panel structures do not have edges, such as a gutter, that would offer a good
perching spot, so are unlikely to be used by owl predators or any type of bird as a perch.
Therefore, the project is not likely to result in increased predation on nearby burrowing owls.

Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.

Solar Panel Installation — Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop and Shoreline Maintenance Facility Initial Study
14



@ 7 EXISTING .
BURROWING OWL MITIGATION AREAS - 2010

R MAY 1, 2010

Figure 4: Existing Burrowing Owl Mitigation Areas

Comment to 4.b: The project sites are not nearby, nor do they contain any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural communities.

Impact: No Impact. No mitigation measures required.

Comment to 4.c: The project sites are not nearby, nor do they contain, any Federally protected
wetlands.

Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.

Comment to 4.d: The project sites do not include any streams, creeks or other riparian resources
or migratory wildlife corridors and, therefore, the project will not substantially interfere with
movement of wildlife,

Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.
Comment to 4.e: No trees will be impacted by the project.
Impact: No Impact, No Mitigation Measures required.

Comment to 4.f: Although the project sites are located within a regional park, which includes
wildlife habitats, the new solar panels will be located on existing developed sites with no change
to the use or boundaries of the sites. This project will not conflict with the provisions of an

Solar Panel Installation — Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop and Shoreline Maintenance Facility Initial Study
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adopted Habitat Conversation Plan, Natural Community Conversation Plan or other approved
local, regional or State habitat conservation plan; therefore, the impact is less than significant.

Impact: Less than Significant. No Mitigation Measures required.

5, CULTURAL RESOURCES

T Al e propescd projectresulfin e

following environmental effects?

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the

'd.

significance of a historical resource as
defined in CEQA Section 15064.5?

Causea substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to CEQA Section 15064.5?

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unigue

geologic feature?

Disturb any human remains, including

those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Discussion

T . Less-Than-
Less-Than- .. . Significant. . Potentially

- Gignificant - Tmpact with - Significant -

No Impact Impact Mitigation Impact
X o . O | n
% = = N
X [ [ O
X O [ [

Comment to 5.a: According to City’s 1992 General Plan, there are no known historical resources

in the vicinity of the project site,

Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.

Comment to 5.b, 5.c and 5.d.: There are no known archeological or paleontological resources,
or human remains in the vicinity of the project sites. Both project sites are locations that have
undergone significant construction disturbance in the past, Since the majority of the
construction work is aboveground, the chance of discovering any buried resources are small.

Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.
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6. GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND SEISMICITY

Less-Than-
Less-Than- Significant  Potentially

Will the proposed project result in the following Significant  lmpact with  Significant
environmental effects? . No Impact Impact Mitigation Impact
a. Expose people or structures to potential

" substantial adverse effects; including the .-

risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of aknown earthquake fault, [} .o e 0T Ll

as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the State Geologist for
the area or based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

X
LI

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking

¢
[
0 O

iii) Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction?

iv) Landslides

L O
[

0o
O

b. Resuit in substantial soil erosion or the loss
of topsoil?

O X X 0O O>

X
-
[

¢. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as
a result of the project, and potentially result
in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or
collapse?

d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in < ] |:| ]
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or

property?

e. Have soils incapable of adequately [X ] : ] ]
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the
“disposal of wastewater? '

f. Be located in Zone D or E on the City of L] X [] L]
Mountain View Geologic Hazards Map? '
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Discussion

Comment to 6.a.i: The project site is not located in an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone nor
is it located on or immediately adjacent to an active or potentially active fault.’ The Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act requires the delineation of zones by the California
‘Department of Conservation, Geological Survey (CGS, formerly known as the California
Division of Mines and Geology [CDMG]) along sufﬁclently active and well-defined faults The
purpose of the Act is to restrict construction of structures intended for buman occupancy along
traces of known active faults. Alquist-Priolo Zones are designated areas most likely to experience

-surface fault rupture, although fault rupture is not riecessarily restricted to those specifically-
zoned areas. The active faults nearest to the project site are the San Andreas, located 8 miles
southwest of the project sites, and the Hayward, located 9 miles northeast. As the project site is
not located in an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone nor is it located on or immediately
adjacent to an active fault, fault rupture hazards associated with the proposed project are
constdered less than significant.

Impact: Less than Significant. No Mitigation Measures required.

Comments to 6.a.ii and 6.a.iii: The City of Mountain View is located in a seismically active

~ region. Recent studies by the United States Geological Survey (USGS) indicate there is a 63
percent likelihood of a Richter magnitude 6.7 or higher earthquake occurring in the Bay Area in
the next 30 years (USGS, 2008a; 2008b). The project sites could experience a range of ground
shaking effects during an earthquake on one of the aforementioned Bay Area faults. An
earthquake on the San Andreas fault could result in very strong (Modified Mercalli Index VIII)
ground shaking intensities.” Ground shaking of this intensity could result in moderate damage,
such as collapsing chimneys and falling plaster from buildings in Mountain View (ABAG,
2003a). Seismic shaking of this intensity can also trigger ground failures caused by liquefaction,
potentially resulting in foundation damage, disruption of utility service and roadway damage.’ To
address potential impacts from seismic activity, the City’s Building Division will evaluate the
proposed building plans and structural speclﬁcatlons to ensure they comply with current Uniform
Bulldmg Codes.

Impact: Less than Significant. No Mitigation Measures required.

Comment to 6.a.iv: The project sites are level, and are not located on or adjacent to a hillside.
The proposed project would therefore not be affected by potential impacts associated with
landslides or mudslides. '

Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.

1 An active fault is defined by the State of California is a fauit that has had surface displacement within Holocene time
(approximately the last 10,000 years). A potentially active fault is defined as a fault that has shown evidence of surface
displacement during the Quaternary (last 1.6 million years), uniess direct geologic evidence demonstrates inactivity for all of
the Holocene or longer. This definition does not, of course, mean that faults lacking evidence of surface displacement are
necessarily inactive. Sufficiently active is also used to describe a fanlt if there is some evidence that Holocene displacement
occurred on one or more of its segments or branches (Hart, 1997).

2 Shaking intensity is a measure of ground shaking effects at & particular location, and can vary depending on the overall
magnitude of the earthquake, distance to the fault, focus of earthquake energy, and type of underlying geolegic material, The
Modified Mercalli (MM) intensity scale is commonly used to measure earthquake effects due to ground shaking, The MM
values for intensity range from I (earthquake not felt) to XII (damage nearly total).

3 Liquefaction is the process by which saturated, loose, fine-grained, granular, soil, like sand, behaves like a dense fluid when

subjected to prolonged shaking during an earthquake.
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Comment to 6.b: The project sites are currently flat, paved with asphalt and, therefore, not
likely to be subject to heavy erosion. No significant disturbance to the soil or creation of

- conditions that would cause erosion will result from installation of the solar panel structures. ‘

Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.

Comment to 6.c: The City of Mountain View has historically experienced subsidence resulting

- from excessive withdrawal of groundwater In certain areas of the City up to 6 feet of subsidence

has occurred. However, the stabilization of groundwater pumping rates and a groundwater re-
injection program admiinistered by the Santa Clara Vialley Water District has haited subsidence in
Mountain View and the surrounding area. The proposed solar panel installation would not
involve the withdrawal of groundwater. In addition, in accordance with current Building Code
standards, the proposed project would be designed to mitigate for any potential subsidence
associated with construction as required by the City of Mountain View. The project sites are
located in Geologic Hazard Zone D, as designated by the City of Mountain View General Plan,
and therefore have a high possibility of lateral spreading, ground failure, or subsidence.
Nonetheless, given the limited loading of the proposed improvements, potential impacts
associated with these events would be less than significant.

Impact: Less than Significant, No Mitigation Measures required.

Comment to 6.d: Review of the project specifications by the City’s Building Division prior to
issuance of a building permit would ensure compliance with any measures needed to address
potentially expansive soils. :

Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.
Comment to 6.e: The project does not require nor will it affect any sanitary sewers,
Impaét: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.

Comment to 6.f: The project sites are located in Zone D of the City of Mountain View Geologic
Hazards Map. See Comment to 6.c, above. As stated there, the proposed project includes limited

structures, and the project specifications for the building permit would be required to address any
geologic concerns,

Impact: Less than Significant. No Mitigation Measures required.
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7. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Less-Than-
‘ Less-Than-  Significant  Potentially
Will the proposed project result in the Significant  Impact with  Significant
following environmental effects? - No Impact Impact Mitigation Impaect
a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either O] . X [l (Il
. directly orindirectly, that may have a : C '
significant impact on the environment?
b. Conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or.. X3 .~ - N ] -

regulation of an agency adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?
Discussion
Comment to 7.a:

The manufacture and assembly of the solar systems will generate a small amount of greenhouse
gas emissions. However, once operational the systems will actuaily reduce the City’s emissions
by decreasing demand for fossil-fuel based energy from the local utility. The Golf Links Pro
Shop system will enable the golf carts to be operated with zero emissions,

Impact: Less than Significant. No Mitigation Measures required.
Comment to 7.b:

The project will not conflict with any plan, policy or regulation for reducing greenhouse gas
emissions, and will in fact directly reduce the City’s emissions generated from electricity usage.
Therefore, the proposed project would result in no impact related to this criterion.

Impact: No impact. No Mitigation Measures required.

Solar Panel Installation — Shoreline Golf Links Pro Shop and Shoreline Maintenance Facility Initial Study
20



8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Will the proposed project result in the
following environmental effects?

a. Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through the routine -
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?

b. Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident
conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the
environment?

¢.  Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

'd. Be located on a site which is included on
a list of hazardous materiais sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it
create a significant hazard to-the public
or the environment?

e. For a project located within an airport
land use plan or, where such a plan has
not been adopted, within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport,
would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in
the project site?

f. For a project within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project result
in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project site?

g Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

Less-Than-
Less-Than-  Significant  Potentially
No Significant  Impact with  Sigrificant
Impact Impact Mitigation Impact

X d 0o O
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: Less-Than- :
Less-Than-  Significant  Potentially

Will the proposed project result in the No Significant  Impact with  Significant
following environmental effects? Impact impact Mitigation Impact
h. Expose people or structures to a < L [ O

significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including
where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are
-intermixed with wildlands? -

Discussion

Comments to 8.a, and 8.d: The proposed project does not involve the use, transport or disposal
of any hazardous materials and the sites are not on a list of hazardous materials sites.

Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures réquired.

Comment to 8.b: The prdposed project sites are located within the boundary of a closed
municipal landfill where methane gas may be present. AH construction will comply with the
appropriate state regulations regarding location of structures within a closed landfill area,

Impact: Less than Significant. No Mitigation Measures required.

Comment to 8.c: The project site is not located within a quarter mile of any school.
Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.

Comments to 8.e and 8.f: The project sites are not located within an airport. land use plan.
Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures requiréd.

Comment to 8.g: The project sites are currently developed and are surrounded by'recreatiohél
uses. Construction and operation of the proposed solar panels would not involve the temporary or
permanent closure of roads, and would not interfere with emergency response or evacuation
plans.

Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.

Comment to 8.h: The project sites are located in an urban setting and are not located in a
designated wildland area that would contain substantial forest fire risks or hazards.

Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.
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9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
' Less-Than-
Less-Than-  Significant  Potentially

Will the proposed project result in the following ~ Significant  Impact with  Significant
environmental effects? No Impact  Impact Mitigation Impact

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste X ] L1 ]
discharge requirements? , : IR o : : S

b.  Substantially deplete groundwater supphes or X . D o |:| o ]
interfere substantially-with groundwater - C e e e e e A
recharge such that there would be a net deficit
in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the production
rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to
a level which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits have
been granted)?

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern ~ [X ] O ]
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a
manner which would, result in substantial
erosion or siltation on-or off-gite?

'd. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern  [X O O] [
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result
in ﬂoodmg on-or off-site?

e. Createor contribute runoff water which would  [X] 1 O ]
exceed the capacity of existing or planned '
stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff?

]
Ll
]
O

f.  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

U
L]
1

g. Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard X
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or
other flood hazard delineation map?

h. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area < ' D D D
structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows?
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Less-Than-
Less-Than-  Significant  Potentially

Will the proposed project resuit in the following Significant  Impact with  Significant
environmental effects? - NoImpact Impact Mitigation  Impact
i. Expose people or structures to a significant risk  [X] O - [ |

of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a
levee or dam?

j- Inunc{ation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? < [ e
k. Conflict with Mountain View's Water 4] D d L]

Conservation Program?

Discussion

Comment to 9.a: This project will not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements since the use of the sites will remain unchanged, and the drainage patterns will not
be significantly altered.

Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.

i

Comment to 9.b and 9.c: The project will not involve groundwater extraction, nor would it
involve the alteration of a stream or river,

Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.

Comments te 9.d and 9.e: As discussed above, the proposed project would not alter any stream
or river. There would not be any increase in impervious surfaces with the prop_osed
improvements. Run off may be directed to the pavement below in a different pattern due to
construction of the overhead panels, but is not expected to substantially alter the ultimate runoff

of water from the site.
Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures required.

Comment to 9.f: Operation of the proposed project would not result in any substantial changes
to onsite water quality associated with stormwater runoff. - '

Impact: No Impact. No Mitigation Measures r